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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9 and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mori et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,794,729 B2). 

Mori et al. disclose an electrical component structure in figures 1A-18 and on 
columns 1-20. Specifically, Mori et al. disclose an electrical component structure in 
figures 2A-2C comprising: 

a plurality of overlying substantially parallel layers 13/14, each layer comprising: 

a lattice comprising a first set of conductive tracks arranged substantially 
orthogonal to, and electrically connected with, a second set of conductive tracks; and 
conductive islands located in windows of the lattice, electrically isolated from the tracks 
thereof, wherein the lattice of one layer is electrically connected to the conductive 
islands of an adjacent layer (layers 13 and 14 are considered to read on the lattice and 
conductive islands claimed as explained below). 

This is shown in figure 2A, figure 2B which is a first cross-section of figure 2A, 
and figure 2C which is a second aoss section orthogonal to the first cross-section. 



Application/Control Number: 10/774,032 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2815 

Figure 2B shows the cross-section along line A-A of figure 2A and figure 2C shows the 
cross-section along line B-B of figure 2A. 

To determine the structure of layers 13 and 14 and how they anticipate the lattice 
as claimed one needs to consider figures 2A, 2B and 2C simultaneously. For instance, 
if you consider layer 14 as shown in figure 2B, layer 14 has a window through which the 
via connected to electrode 10 passes and if you look at figure 2C you see that the via 
connected to electrode 10 passes through the window in layer 14 but the via connected 
to electrode 1 1 connects with layer 14. Thus, if one extrapolated the structure of layer 
14 onto the top view of figure 2A, one would see that it contains a first set of conductive 
tracks running from left to right along figure 2A underlying electrodes 1 1 and a second 
set of conductive tracks running from top to bottom along figure 2A between electrodes 
1 0. These two sets of conductive tracks are orthogonal to and electrically connected to 
eachother and contain islands around the vias connected to electrode 1 0. The portion 
of the via connected to electrode 10 is considered the conductive island in the window 
of the layer. The same structure holds for layer 13 as well except that the lattice is 
offset such that the windows in layer 1 3 contain the vias connected to electrode 1 1 
running therethrough. As can be seen, the lattice of one layer is electrically connected 
to the conductive islands of an adjacent layer. For instance, the lattice of layer 14 is 
connected to the conductive island (via connected to electrode 1 1 ) of an adjacent layer 
13. 

With regard to claim 2, intersect regions of the sets of tracks of the lattice of one 
layer are electrically connected to the conductive islands of an adjacent layer. 
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With regard to claim 5, the layers 13/14 are substantially planar as seen in 
figures 2B and 2C, and the electrical connection between the conductive islands of one 
layer and the lattice of an adjacent layer is established by conductive elements 12 which 
extend substantially perpendicular to the planes thereof. As seen in figure 2B, for 
example, conductive elements 12 are perpendicular to layers 13 and 14. 

With regard to claim 6, the adjacent layers are separated by a material 9 having 
a relative dielectric constant greater than one (though the material of layer 9 is not 
explicitly disclosed, layer 9 is referred to as the "dielectric" layer while a further "low 
dielectric layer" is used around the vias, the low dielectric layer has a dielectric constant 
of at most 40, thus layer 9 is interpreted to have a dielectric constant of more than 40). 

With regard to claim 9, Mori et al. further disclose two electrical terminals 10/11, 
the lattice tracks and conductive islands of each layer being respectively electrically 
connected to a different one of the conductive terminals. 

With regard to claim 1 1 , the structure of figures 2A-2C is a capacitor. 

With regard to claim 12, Mori et al. disclose a plurality of overlying substantially 
planar layers 13/14, each layer comprising: 

a lattice comprising a first set of conductive tracks arranged substantially 
orthogonal to, and electrically connected with, a second set of conductive tracks (as 
explained with regard to claim 1 above), crossings of the first the second sets of tracks 
defining intersect regions; 
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and conductive islands located in windows of the lattice, electrically isolated from 
the tracks thereof (as explained with regard to claim 1 above), 

wherein adjacent layers are offset such that the conductive islands of one layer 
are superimposed over the intersect regions of the adjacent of the adjacent layer (the 
conductive islands of each layer are formed directly above/below the intersect regions 
of the adjacent layer such that they are superimposed over eachother), 

the lattice intersect points of the layers being electrically connected to the 
conductive islands of an adjacent layer by interconnecting conductive elements 12 
which extend substantially perpendicular to the plane of the layers (as explained with 
regard to claims 1 , 2 and 5 above). 

With regard to claim 13, Mori et aL disclose a method of forming an electrical 
component comprising: 

forming a plurality of overlying substantially parallel layers 13/14, each layer 
providing a lattice comprising a first set of conductive tracks arranged substantially 
orthogonal to and electrically connected with a second set of conductive tracks (as 
explained with regard to claim 1 above), and 

conductive islands located in windows of the lattice electrically isolated from the 
tracks thereof (as explained with regard to claim 1 above); and 

electrically connecting the lattice of one layer to the conductive islands of an 
adjacent layer (as explained with regard to claim 1 above). 
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Mori et al. is considered to have performed the steps of "forming" and "electrically 
connecting" as they show a structure that has the claimed layer formed and electrically 
connected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 7, 8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mori et al. as applied to claims 1 , 2, 5, 6, 9 and 11-13 above. 

With regards to claim 7, Mori et al. teach that the vias (for instance, via 12, which 
constitutes the conductive island) are formed of metal (column 8 lines 10-14, for 
example, the via is disclosed as being a material that includes metal). However, Mori et 
al. does not explicitly teach the lattice tracks being formed of metal. 

With regard to claim 10, Mori et al. does not explicitly teach the electrical terminal 
being formed by a metal plate. Mori et al. shows terminals 10 and 1 1 in figure 2A for 
example, they are shown as squares that are considered a "plate". However, Mori et al. 
does not explicitly teach the material they are made from. 

Nonetheless, the choice of metal for the lattice tracks and electrical terminals is 
considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. In the 
semiconductor art, using metals as the electrodes for capacitors (i.e. the lattice tracks) 
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and for electrical terminals is well known. Metals are commonly used because they 
provide a very low resistance to allow for faster signaling and processing. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use metal for the lattice 
tracks and electrical terminals of Mori et al. 

With regard to claim 8, Mori et al. does not explicitly teach any specific material 
for the lattice tracks and conductive islands and thus does not teach forming them of 
polysilicon material. Nonetheless, the choice of polysilicon for the lattice tracks and 
conductive islands is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention. In the semiconductor art, polysilicon is known to be a common choice for 
electrical components. It would have been obvious to use polysilicon because 
polysilicon is easily formed and processed (patterned, etched, doped; allowing for 
easier, cheaper processing) and the use of polysilicon allows for easy integration onto a 
semiconductor substrate such as single crystal silicon so that the capacitor can be 
integrated onto the same chip as multiple other devices (higher integration increases 
functionality of value of IC chips). Thus, it would have been obvious to use polysilicon 
for the lattice tracks and conductive islands. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 3 and 4 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicants arguments filed 3/15/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Mori et al., specifically the arrangement of figures 2A-2C, 
does not teach a lattice arrangement as claimed in the present invention. Applicant 
states that this is because with the lattice arrangement as claimed in the present 
invention there would be no difference in the cross section depending upon the direction 
in which the cross section was taken through the arrangement. Applicant discusses this 
argument extensively. However, all of applicant's arguments dealing with the "lattice" 
arrangement and having the same cross section in orthogonal directions are all 
dependent on the assumption that the lattice is symmetric. In a symmetric lattice, such 
as the one in figures 3-6 of the instant application, the orthogonal cross sections would 
indeed have the same cross section. Thus, the lattice of Mori et al. clearly is not a 
symmetric lattice. However, the language of the claims does not require the lattice to 
be symmetrical. In fact, the claims do not define any particular shape as long as there 
are orthogonal conductive tracks and windows. In interpreting "lattice" more broadly 
than the symmetric lattice with regular intervals, we see that the structure of Mori et al. 
is indeed a lattice and reads on the structure claimed. It is noted that nothing in the 
language of the claims requires the lattice to be symmetric. Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed, Cir. 1993). 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR- 1.1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to N. Drew Richards whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1736. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00-5:00, 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner*s 
supervisor, Tom Thomas can be reached on (571) 272-1664. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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